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I" T-^—fT >■ — -« ■ HIH-- Bl PC S 

Rlfat=*l ifaTPTO 

^ 30 ftua re, 2000 

ftlTO :■—■4% alVrRTfSlPI^ 

yrtftrar s*in fa**>*i 

tf. 46/1/SOdORft ^ ^ A—Sftiff «#m, 1975 TINT 

(^nf^r Tqir^uT, ^ -qr -qTz^rtft afrw^FT ^hnr^r Ti«n f^r^rfr^T) 1995 

1 _ vjfpEf <& feP? PlHferf^RT ^T^~M«Silcl ^ &" 

(i) rts hiI2|<ht^ v^Wt 

^ 3ltfR $0 ^ §'S'^N fclO, 3*R1? ^ felf^cT RTftra5T 

5rn<r ^ % fufffif ’^r, fFiwr sfr? ai$4R ^jcT $ srercn usi ^ ^r’rt 
UTT c£ TTT^ <?>T 3TT^T ePHTOT R*IT $ I 


(ii) q'lftijpi straff wef ^4t 3?r "q^rt ww f^r% ^nf^>rWt £RT 

RK 3 3R f^RT "W ®TT I f^RF) WI illRl^l ^ d'ftfl&uT RRT RJIT 

t I 


(iii) q if xigR^ ffr gRT 5R=g?T ^ tpqfa TOSft $ 3TWR, *R ^ 

pw sfR dr^R ^ ^ srerar n^f $ Wrt ^ 

■& OTmcft qRF ^ 3 TRR ifr% f^ra t^Rni 

^ 5(5) $ srjfTR v>rra ^ ^ ^ 

£ 3u^rq ^ht $ ^iort ^ 1 


35 Gi/2001 
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(iv) 1975 £ arszim 28 £ 

'ft. 2841.61 $ 3TcPtcT ?tWl 3fa dl$SH ’JoT $ 

zn U5i f^ratfcTcT <£ siRrat £ #1 3 ^rm 

3PR cTffos 30 3T^7, 2000 <5$ ^ *ll4vdftib ^FTT RRcT ^ 

W, 3RTTETT7UT 4 W<W^ld 3>t ! 

(v) PTterft % ^rt <£t ^ ^r wtcT f^RiWt (ftrr£ <efft 

iHfrfSN^rlf SM vJTO«tJ ^ ^T) 3ft? v3^R g5t 3ffc T5I 

cll?l<9 40 f^tl ^ ^flcR 3TT^ f£p3T7 felRacl ^7! ^ ^T 3TT7T7 JTcTR 

f^TT I 

(vi) HlfSiwfl ^ tfltftRH ^#T-le $ w 3TFTRT^ (f^Fm ftWT ^Rmgrrrfsft 

grcr ^TcTO wi trt en) g»r ^ 5rfcT M 3fk 

T5T ^ ^ 40 fM $ ^cTY 3FF* f^TR felted W ^ ^ <£ foE? 3>fTl 

(vii) i?4 #ht (tfr f\ f ^ft) ^r mI^mh T^'^e $ 

3TT^Tcff ?FT fWr C^ ^T f^TT TTT SIT I 

(visi) mfiremH 'g^nfwT 6(3) % sipr seMr rItrt w 

iNf 1 

(ix) JTtoT?r % ^XRT 5TTRT $ feE? f^RFT 6(4) ^ SF^TN ?TWPT 
'$k di^cird 4 fanfoiRgcr w Profa^ ^r 5redicicfl ^Wit:- 

YJT^TT d$(Mo1 $f^FoT cbKMKS{H, 

^f. 16, ^ ^ ^ iPhTcfl, 100013 

*JTT1 <£pp5^ ^ chKM^N, 

61-^TR ^3TFT?t 


FIWT 


^ CR^ t^T- 1303, HtWrcF Rf^J|, 

677-'TT2r ; T Tte, cf^c^d 





t 'TFT I—T3T°T 1] 
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‘dl$4H 


ofhT cRPT ^t7d <^m 41 fcTO, 

1494, 

3>T3frf$3R 

^pTJH ^RT^T3T f^ 0j 
201-28, FfT ^1$ ^ 
cTT^t-10591 

f^W ^HlcJcfl cf3T f^TT | 


N ^ ^MRT, ?iwi £ arm fWi, rer RTffr p «bt 3 {twn sfa 
GTT ^ f ’ ^ c^- g5t fWr 6(2) ^ 3?^?TR wg 31TW <7>t ^tFTT 

^ -vcH^ 3PT^ $ f^ldcbfy^cm^ ^ ^ iftcR 

TORoft WZRifijd gJT 3^ ^ m 3T^ f^RT RTT 8TT | f^RWf <& ^ qq 

^ afkin^-iiqcil ^ jrfcf ift cf?r R^r.nen q?fr 3prf%cT ir3?r Tpfr eft 1 

( X ) ^^6(4) $ 3T^fTTY 3MRgj ^tFTT ftrnft eft fftqr xft^ftnjq eft 

Pi*-lfolRac1 ^TRT 3TRRcftf ^ S HH I ^eP l iftft Rft eft : - 

^ $Rl<bc"fl 
fefO, 

^FR, ^?TT^ 

^#qTerr^r g?., TjTft 

^?ft 

^T '^r^ibc^f eft, TJRft 
t^3TcR $Csq| foTO, t^RMlcj 

6 ( 4 ) ^ 3^?TT7 mm?n ^RT wft «ft fftfq q ^f^pr q^ftq-% ift- 
Pt^lclR^cT W WftcRT3ft qft q<P q gHMeft ftpft T^ft gft \ 
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* TF.feT. ^TgT-390003 

* art fcf., gfton -141010 

* rtf (SftchoiT ^T, 342001 

* 47Pi(JTT.)fcT. ^-400020 

* WF for., 3TRTon-FftFTWT-135001 

* ftrt fvicb tcf. tpyd 

* grt feT; 3P5RTOI-421501, FFRT^ 

* pFT f&„ ^-400021 

* Fft^ WlfajfecfFRT, 8JFIT-400701, m^\K 

* FfW ^-400105- 

* *M Jit ff^TT ^f-400613 

* FTiRT ^PTche^, rt|Tc=m-682024,rtl 

* frtr feT., ^f-400063 

* CTWT %rt ftFofr for, rtfo-560068, 

* 'tf'prr c&Pi^h, f^Tcrr-'fracft, hcki^ 

* 4<t)^If|c|'! eRP^I fef., FFRT^ 

PiHfciPsa 5 Hi '4m*l fgFT T RTT *TT : 

* IJ^RT <47 Pi el cR^F, uffqTJ^ 

xi) inPrrt ^ Fftfaiftcb rt^t ^ wr ^ # f^R mfM gRi ft? ^rr^fr ^ 

rtrtr aftr FFeRi afftFR* torar FTfM srt ^ fen? ^pn w> 
xil) ^TTH^efT: ^fnT eR3T (aft.T? V xft) cT«TT ^JTfrtErtf gRT 4t F^ ^FFT $> 

armRTRFRF 3 FFg <rf; grt fwf ffttff htff cmt w '<rt 3fkrt 
F>t elMlei F>| PRTTF eTFT^ ^ feF? eTTFcT FRcT ift J n| cTTf^v FF FFT eTFRF Fg 
fft f^- Ff^ xn^r ft^f ^ fft FirtRft ^7 ctftfi «im t, ff vrtr 

cFt 41 Pi 'fPRTRT cfr'P ^ foF? 6pll £ 

Xlii) **“ FF PRT FF arfsRjFFT 3 Pd«Tg rt gRT Ml FTFR TR F^ ^xRT 
eT^IT Pl-UHl ^ 3RnfcT WlPl'FI'?! gRT T*FT fll^ Ffi^ FtT H^Ic1F> ^ 

xiv) ^TRT 1 ar^lef,1999 ^ 31 FM,2000(l2 FTg) FF* F^ 3TFpT F> feP? F^ Ff eft I 

FI. *iifi|tftlt»Tll3lt ftlR 

2. FlPlcblrt ^ 3rt ^JTfrl47| # afk 3HRt iRg^ft PTRfertf ^ 

v33F? t- 

(i) rt#RRT rtrt t?g7 rt ^Trt ^4TgR WT?ft t I rtfa, 3fk 

anrtaR g7T ^RTTJT t I ^TF Br9Tg FET FdT rt # pffVflel t I rtf^RRT 
XRrtR ^ 3T<l7l4Pl47' >RTRR t 3fR W ^t*TRje^ £f^P 3TPrPRT*T, 1975 ^ #TT 
^7 2841.61 ^ FFF ^ff|TcT # I 






[vft i—~ar*g l] 
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(ii) fftsw ft ifteiftaw xRftM # vdwrcH ft fox? tf iftzftfftfftRji fit#- dm 
ft?qft aft? fciSwr^r 3n^#5T^3R OTict\ yrftKb'fWi hri wi meft ftdtfftcftt cm 
Mbth fftRrr xsnm # fttftt xjcmi^ ftftt fteftfftfftRft gn ^iw 3Rft # i 
gHre ft n aft? ftto ft X3?xngftr sri #ira eft Rift nmft fteit-Ricft t 
xjrrwTft M # i 

(iii) XTRcfaT wm ft ftfa ft $\ TpaTleT 1992-93 ft eft I w* ^TTfer 3TRTcfi 
ft gq?xn qftcj xjfttn aft §f clinch arfft ft wrrjr Tjafn fttm ft %?fro 

xild'lttl eFTT# xft feB? (ftiqVi y lf£|efrit ft t^cf 3R# eft feTXJ Mgcl ft 3TRJ 

jran eiT I fMs yifftcmft srt <ft xi# x?ra ft xjcrt eft Mt eft gfe 
i fftfftxse yrft^rt ft ngft Men ftt eft, fftr?fft ftt m&i Rift ?gft aft? ^c<p 
<ftt vsrrft R^sT^t gft mr^t ftt g# l di^dM 3ft? gnmftn ft 3 tt®trt fm ft ixx; 

3 TT?ITcft XR Miciteft <?HH-t eft XTf^uyrJTWW 1 |XJ I ?f*TTXJ XR XTId'lttt eft 

amftt- 5 ftraw^ooo eft ?RTx<f ft * 1 # Mfftt fftfftxe irrtaft ft sjont gft Men 
qftf ftt eft i 

(iv) yifaibTtfTit Mi ftftt ftto thrift t fMtft xtr^ ft xMfMx ftt 

vicMIitf fiPTcTT yjXjH ftt # I ft??ft gnft fcRITTijftXjI fet,, xftftj, ft<J| 3ft? ft?Rf ?|XR 

Mftvst ftfftemRi, fftRsif, fttm ft ftt ?r^ ftt \3cxmm w ?jxiH eft 
f i cwrfft, fn vicm^eff ft tftf&e mftwft srt xrgft ftt xft arRr ft ftt wtt xjft 
vi'cXTTem wi% ?fR fen en i m. MmrraRft xm M^rri xMfte ft xjmnm 
W ?Rf-MfRT f#RTT *RcTT # 3ft? fftM 3tet ft M? X3M 

t I 

(v) rti xjgftxr 5 rt xfteifMr #fte aft? #i, briMt ^ ctt^t-t ?t 

Wto xfeiRran XRftrrftd ft M W W?T 3TcR f ftRTft XR 

nftf XRTR x^eTT ft I -»TRM MRT gRI ^TTffteT xffejfMr xr/RM 3ft? ?WB ft?ft 
ft 3iRnfcttr xfrerfftzm xRftxrfts fttfft^ xjt ??irafftxfi fftftwaftyfftfftRftji mn 
ifttftfftcft nnft xm vtxjft^l, X3?XRg cftiRI fftxft?UT, fftcRW xxf fftxRH ?T?JT 

<1?^ eft ftfftf) #W ^ ftftxt ft # I B? fpft eReJ3ft W eRFftcft 3ft? 

gTfx)rf^ilg) ?W ft Xjgj ft ?$JR TR nfte| fft?n XjneTT # I 

(vi) ^iftehleJJTlI ST?I XR{ Xf, Jfjt?T,vjTftftt.Xjftftn,ftfcefg',ftfa §'RJ|(t ftft 3Tftefi fftgrffteT 

ftftt nft xRftMftd gn fftufftd ft fftM fftm X5n ?gr # i xrrar 3 ft? 

^ ftM^TR ?ft ft=- 



1996-97 

97-96 

96-99 

99-2000 

2000-2001 (31/8/2000 ?TCP) 


660.37 

362.90 

431 

463 

288 


59.14 

63.04 

71.64 

83.33 

81.68 


(ft) ggg^t 3ft? 3R3 xnfM ft fM? 

3 aroieuft ft ftmy 

( 37 ) ft?T xrftr T^5?T 

1 (9>) ft?rft ftfft^cRT xi^ ftr., -5^# iTR?r ft q tdif^i^H irMfe (ft x^ 

XRT 3ft 4) gq X^RTT? fftfftxft?TT:fftft?RP ’f f^Rtftt ?tft"d vj^T^H eRTcfT (cRTIRT 2000fttf^cB 
SB nTfftqx ) # | 
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M%RlPP' % <j££ TRIP, PTcTf££, RTP, 3%^I ^RT%PIToE3£/g£faToH, 

£tR, cf5|4R<^7^^l4Plcb TERR, £IT^ uTd%%P/P%?T%P 3?PT% Trf%?T RWT TT£t 

£ %%R 5jp£% £ I 

Rsr) PTPcT £ P%%PP iR£%d %t cnfe 3P}P|%d 3PJPHcT: oTWT 

3000-3500 %.RT cfft £ I 

(Tf) HRT 3ft? 3TPJ% £ Wl£ 3RR ^ £ ^TffeR PRcT £ P%%PTP Pp£%% %t 

TTdwr £.?£?tt cRft P?£t £ I ?rr cp% % rnw £o *j%ci£d p^rappr pu^ 

^37^31 %rf£&3 % £r£ pt# OTjffcit £%% p% % 3 T%Pcr p£r £ i 

(R) P%%RR Pp£t£? ( % PP PP £t 4) RT %%P%T RiRRE q%TPT cTE? (% a£ pP) 
Tit? £ J l£%I Tf|cKIl$3 (pP PP 3£ 2) PP ^%Pld PR% %RTT PTEP £ I £%%RIP 
P?£p£p %t RPfflW cTRcf 3T5HTRT: 45000 WJ 11% £t.PP tUcft £ I <MTf£ ^PT HcPIP 
% fcT? £o Tj%cRfer %f£pKPT P u S 5'3'N^ld %%%3 p£ pppicf %Sf£ p£PcT cRTH 65000 
PnPP 51% £t.PP Ickfl £ I ?TT% TTcTTPT, £o <^Plc|£d c£f£ppr?I prg ^3T^%I %T0, 5RI 

%%%% £%%m pp£p£p cf£ rwt so p%?pt %t t^cj %%t ^%%/RnpTfM 3%r 
% Plftp %t PEcft £ I ^H%P %RT %SRT c%PTT XR £%%!R T%h£cT (£o 
^% rar%r c^feEcR w ^5T^r foo grcr %%£%) prp £ £%t £. t? ppp£ 

3?%P> £ I 

(5.) prct % £?fr 3 £t tRjpp ^hi amto <% p%%ipp p?£%% % Rm% %t 
PT& TTPTPP7 PTH5TT PITdT £ £o ^%cj£d e£%P>E?T p^ £®^3T %1%%3 

% TRT %P% £p£t PPPP$*dTp £t £ 5Rl£ PRP £ P%%TP PY^Efe %t Tit? 3T%P? cfr% 

£r v5r%t £ i 

(%) %%£h cp% 5j?£ % vRonp^^q £%%tip t%%R %t %£%r £ 3 Rfr pf£ ff^ 

£££ £ i ££t f^r% £ £o ^Pici£d %%crr x^s £3^%r %ro % £%r/rni% wi£ 

rst xf£p% w £%%rtp %t £?reyt cfp% £ %rt£ prct £ £%%rtp t r£p£e % 

4TR%gT RT£eRT 3£ % %R R3I %%f% eTFIcT T3% £ I 

(t£ PKd £ £%%RIP T££%R %t RTeREIcTT 3T%P?f £%%RIP 

q^p£E % rt£T£RT 3£ g£ vdcMidP wsi ^tpi p^?it £ l ^?r£ 3 tr ^Ycft £% % 
q%ftm p^p^e p£ 5u5% <?r% £ p%%? cRi % 3 tfj%% % %£d w£t ^c£ £ I 

(PT) %%FT wn£ % %%P%T/%P%cE EfTPT PRE £ %£%Rp p p£p£g- ^p pp£ PTR £ 

^%Pld %RT WT £ I 3T%ZRT 5TT^%% 3%f Tp£?ft P%%RP q^£d %T ^ai dTPTf % 



[ qyrf J — ug 1 ] __ 'Hlifl ^iT _— 

<*>Kuj cjffacT cWT fecftclit cr>i4fbH ^ f^f^RTTSTt % (4?cf ^MR ^f 

jrfcRq’El^cFrdl Wt t I 



1 . (ch) ^ (i) cTcf? 3 4o ^R[ ^ cpq^t SRT f^T ^ <£t ^ yfcic|l41 1RT 

'4l'g>i|i|| -Mill ^ 3rft? jf^rfcn? '3% tfcgci' [chill Micll E> I 
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(*t) arcfa jgggg vwti, vtiwF 

1. ulctois) Ao Tjn® fcTO, : 5 5 f| SM ^tcrf^RPT 

^ 1 1 

2 . wft ift tfteftm iw^e <w arPTTcT f^rr 1 1 

3. f^!ft *J?T tft V31RT TTRtft T& ftjfft Tf$t % I 

4. ft g fagfl ift ftnrr 

0») 

#=T ^ ^ 5RT Tf 3T5FTOoft ^51 ^fR ^ foUT I 

(w) g tn o»Mi 

ei J wl j i ^ Pt^d<p1 ^ WTf2rapT$t srt *teft irnracft m for i 

(*t) fl iygn 

1. %.rrry^%wf^t^t isw^r, 20oo^tfa^T?r> 

4fll<fi f fa> ^qr^v ^<41 % % 'Tim ^ 4tiRfiqn 'qR$ 7 T%P ^ frqf?T %*TT I ■3^’ft 

^t ^ttr yzr% ^t ^rgrte %*n 11 

2. dl*^^ J^cr>-ffPl<r> <JF'c-«Nel ^ 6 2000 i>. ^TH ^f TI? sRTRT % % 

dl^H eft 3TRTTcf Wfcft f^T^ *ft 3FpR 1999- 

01 % 1999-12 rWT 2000-01 ^ 2000-08 ti> ?TRd *ftT q feftNW q vA^e <ft fSftfa 

cfFT ft I Pl-ilTcl ^Veft 3Tt^r ^ ^McT*? ’dfRquj ■jrj ft | 

3. tfftr imm 4^®c( w. ft qtyqvd 


f^W.27 WSR 2000 is TO ?RT Mw ft ^JF ^eePS f^T ft fftF ofar 
F^T ft ft *TRcT ^T F?T ^ ^FT W^f ^ftf f^TT ft I 3^fft 4l^dM WITT ft 

^ft ^tpt ?PTft ^ft 313 x 1 m f^irr ft i 

tet FJ5ny m? ffiff ^ t?rm 

5. mtorasrrf 3flY STFTRWt SRT f^l mf 3T^M g»t FT8 tffaT cRF ^ ^1# t 

^tft cT^f % f^ntr 3? miz TFm # ?m$ tr f stk ^ wt 

WFft t? 3ft$tt£ gSt t! 





['TFT I—1J 


'TOT ''TiT : 3HJ|t|ftU| 
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TS. ^fT? 

6. WET if l^eiHT^T vJFTTF Wt^Ffe ufr f% cPT#^ 

% I 4'lcif$md ^ Tf^t vJTFPft ^TCT7 WllSt ^ I ^ q'ldlHjl-HH cMT 

ajfq^vjH 3>T t I ^ ^FTT? xjtwfed cT 8TT T5RT 3 f I TIT fohranlf 

^jert $ 3t^ftr; h'iciRmi xwMd gn ^ orsi 4 f^^r t I ' d^41 <sjt 
wrf% ^ ^ TfR^T3tr4 t I 

^ m 4> f^ttct 4 *fr£ cto xr fa R fciRad ^rat eft tot 4t 

t- 

0*>) ^rllSRflcn^ui _ ^Tr4f%cp) W^.T e^jftPl’TTH ; 

(*3) «cftf^T - f^frr tfi^v, ^r *pr 

(R) I^VTM - cRT, Ffa, #TR 

(w) ^ran vicMltJd - ^Tjfrfcb Ttf^g, T£-a xrf^, ^efR 

^TTf^ 

(^■) f4'titF*T u l/^41cF'{U| - ^j^Z-3Tgv5T \3Wfrf5fTToTT (^H^TeT^tBT^S cfc TJtpfl^T 

$), ^r/^l.uj^ WTm/^F^H; 

C*0 TTTeR - rR^T. cR^t; 

(^ - TJTeT, Mc^ l Sel 

xr^rte arfof^m, 1975 <£ ^-#4 

2841.61 c£ 3RPfa <r4f$d t I 

V. WTH q^pj 

?^T FRT ^r lldiftld c£ fpH? f^ d€jVl (JRT v3d-Tfftd 4tdrf^WH XR^i^d 
^ ?tnw <TOT cTT^R $ f^tffrTd ^ 4* TOT cR^ t, ni ® cfr|Q ^ Fch -M l 

fcrMw 5Tl^TT, sptf F*TT ^XR^rj sfrf ^ffcRTJ[ f^ tT diar! XR 
f^TRf^lT t I 

Jn$te»i$ 4 tj? 4t “fliri t f4» ^jt frt ^t ^rcT ^ q»rf ^ f^n w 
t f4? w^c| TjgfrTj gr?r Tjdrrf^cr m')ciRi<rt cjft f4sfadnj arRnfrrcT w# 

SjfcljffW ftddl ^ddl £ cT®TT ^TF dlPlfu^ TJcT cfch4l^} F'Rt 
3mn1eR q^Plte gRT HfrReM^ % \ ^ ^gfR ^ TJ ^ d 

XR^PT^ ^ f^rax? 2(d) ^ 3TS* ^ »ft?R ^T, ?WT cfSJT cTTFFR % f^ rf fcT cf vJFTK 
^ "?TTTH cR^ RdT xrtt % | 


3^il|*ooo 
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FF A. ^Pl^Cl <£Picn<?'d FF '5 r «rf FRI FTFF F?t FI? %, Rjl'tlA 

^F, FTFFFF FFT cTTfcTR F> 3TFcTT FFT ftFffcR MldlftlFF mMd F) FTEF FF 
3TE?IF cTFTFT FFT £ I 

qifxjcbl^Tli £RT f^TT FFT *tRT%FH iR^d FF FFTTFF ftHTJFIV ^FT &- 


vJcmFH 

FTFT (^t. FF) 

TJcF (dR3 7R\' ^l) 

1996-97 

1731.47 

* ★ k 

1997-98 

1451.425 

+ A * 

1998-99 

1552.55 

* * W 

1999-2000 

1873.4 

* k * 


ufTtl 3TcrfeT £ i||1x|ch|cDTf'i3ft FF vdcMiqi ^cT FFTTFF FF 100% % ekilfa) F«l<£ F'fTJ FF 
cPtf 3HF E3F7TFF F# £ I 3TcT: FI^FF^t FF FtF Fr£ # FlRlFFFvlf ^IF" 

t ato ff tyrant f> fsf FcfaiF tariff ftff fr^t f$ filter 41 i 

R FTFF 


r. . FTterft ^ ETRT 9F)(l) F> 3EPfcT FF^ $?T F^ W McEFT Ft EFTIdcft I 
cRF‘V MhF>T ^ FPft *1$ ^ERT 5RgF F# eft ^feF>, f^HlWr SRI FTFFF ?JeF FF 
ftFV. F^FF F> TRtF 3 Ftf FTFT Fft f^RT FFT £ I ^FrfcF? FTf^EET^t eft HIFIR ^ 
FF f^rtcT F^HcT Ft FFF £ jEH^f: cjfNcT FF FFERH ^FFT F? fafr 7FFT W t I 

H. FfopfotT ^pF jtTOT ffrf&FTlft Ft FRT UFcEF ^FFT F» OTOR FT HTF 1 -F ^FF IR 

iferfcT qfoRT F& ETtF 

(i) ?FHEF 

8. F[ter$t FF FTcT £ for 3tF, FtFFFF FFT FTfFTF ft faFfaF>T ft fftsrfftF FFF ft 
JRFTFeft FF ^3 tR Fft fftFT £ ftfr ^tft FTFRF *JyF, fftFfa F>to# cRTT FRF FTfvftr ft 
TIFF 4 ^FFT ^FcW Fff FRFTf £ I $>ufe^ STTfftFFft ft fftF^Fft ftt 3RT?ftftt FTFT % 
3fR FFtrTF ^FeW ^FFT F> 3TTFR FF 3THt FF^Flf F?t f I 

FTftfFFFRfoft ^ 3rj7TF f^FT £ % ^[F, FtFFFF ?TFT FTSjFTF £ ^TFTRF ^JeF FtT 
^trFTf^IFF F^PT^F rft 3TT^feTcT vicFTFH RFTF ^ 3TER Fx[ ^tFFT fc^FT FRtr | ^ 
FTcFTcfY £ FTteE?t 3FF>fcld cITFF £pf Prafau| cp^[ ^ fcR FRF f I 
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3TcT: Rfcl 313% ft 1 3FTft3ft ^TcR - 43.21 333 3ft 3fRkl fftfftip 1 ^ 33 ftt3, 
g jjrc h FT ^MT fTT^cTR ft WTR3 TJc3 3ft *** 33lft3ft ^TcR/ fft^TT. ^TSTcTT *** WR/RBiH. 

(‘ * * WJ/ftt.^) 3T3T 331 t I 

(ii) fftqfa 3ft33 

9. 3l1ft33ft ^ 3T3T ^333131 ^331 ft> 3f^K ftt3 3> fcTTT *** ^cR-/fft>31. f ¥13333 

eft fftR *** WJ/tof. 331 3^313 eft R3? *** ftt33ftW 3ft33 MftcT 3ft 

T[i ft I cfrlR 3 R 1 1R TR RRfe cjoRTcT 33 RratRT 0.50 313ft3ft ^TcK/RB3T. W$\ 3T% ^ 
M ft (ifTfte# 3ft 3TRR RJjcpTT 33 W# 3* 311SR 3? ), 0.5 ^31 MR 

eft ^3 ft ( -Rrate ft?ft ft <£ fc3? 3% 3ft 3? ft 33ft?13, 33ft?ft 3fftl?3 ft fePT 
2% cTSTT 3fT3 ft fe!3 2% 3fR 3R<ftfl 3RJ33 ft 33J3R 'RR 33Tft 3ft £313 ft 

^gft ft 3T3 fftqi 33T % I 33Tft3Tfft5I3Rft ^RI tft3 33 3lft ft ST^TR 3lfft33ft ft 
qRefru ftsjRftl 3^13 ft fftl3 3% 3ft 33 ft <f>ftl'*H 3ft 3R]3fft IJfRTftft 3TS3 ft 31313 

ft 3$i ft t i 

¥3 ftiaiftt ft 33lft3Rfi ft 313 43.21 ^D - 1 3Rfftcift ¥ToR 3ft 33> 3fRl3 ftPm 3? 
tR 33R3T3T-1[R R 33 ft ft fftftd 3ft33 33 3TT3RT3. ftl3 ft foR *** ^3)/fft310 31 
*** 3RTft3ft ^TcR/fft^nO, ¥13333 ft fft? *** MO/fftHTO 3T *** SRlftftt ^R/fft^nO 
331 3TftjT3 eft fcR *** >RO/fftinO 3T *** 3T3ft3ft WftfftUTO fft3T 331 t I 

(iii) 3133 3Vf%H 

10 . 5? 

*** 3Tfrft3ft ^TeR/toTO ft 3TT^feRT 3THR3 TJc3 33T *** 313^ ^TeR/toTO 3ft 
WR9T3T-5R 3R tft^ft?! 3ft33 3T3ft §q 3lfft33^ gRT fMfftcl 3133 3lf^R *** 3Rnft3ft 
3RR/f%3T0 t3elT ft (yft Mel 3?WP3Rfe»-'3% ft) I 

^FTc^Fl 


*** 3Rpft3ft ^lcR/fftRITO ^ 3TT3ftftf3 ^T3R3 TJc3 cT«n *** 3Rf$3ft 3RR/tetO 
3ft 3>rR313I-'gR 33 Mu 3ft3R 3P(ft fl? 3lterft g[Rl fftytfftd 3T^3 3ft^l3 *** 
3T3ft3ft ^leR/fft330 t^RT t (3ft Mel 3ft*333 Ro % ft) I 
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*** ^RR/ft>lITO ^ airaleRT -flWRI ^ cWT *** 3RR/ft>IITO 

grojRT-grc v* fogfa rhcT jnterft srt MfR trr rt^r *** 
3PfM SlcK/fotlTO RcTT $ (^ft Rlffa gfalc5T6JM3% $) | 

-3T. ffrfct 

WlftJchl'J) 2R 'll d dWcl £ j% 'dfltg ^ ^ 3TRRlt RTST cT«IT RcR RlfSn 

RT!t<JcT f^TR II # fRffR #TT $ 3Tto % I RRcT 3 *TC 3nWi ^ IRR 

g?t WPEf cM*} feR PTf^Rnit ^ vR'ftcR f^Hfl ^ ST^aR II(iv) ^ 3FJRR ^<t)T W 

^ft f^WR f^ifT f^lHcPl dfiRl g?t f^lR vdrtl^'l, CPTcTT 'dM<jVl, GF$t RR, 'RTr 
elPTOgrTT, cj?ei 3TRT, ^IcTH gft HI3I cT®TT RTfuR fRITf^ g) 'W ^i JDTTg R^RT ^ I 

(tS) afUITcii HBIT 


Hrar(ffono) 



1996-97 (^t 
wft 3TTt T^f 
^ 3T3*rre) 

1997-98 (3t 
s^t # 3T»f VS 
^ ar^fWR) 

1998-99 (# 

^ # 3Hf l^I 
^ 3l^RN) 

1999-2000 C# 
tft 3n4 RIT 

1999 

^l«l Iflal<l0 

^ *) 

mmmM 

130,800 

230,800 

248,800 

377,273 


110,000 

190,800 

228,800 

281,000 


_ 

40,000 

— 

42,800 

| 

20,800 

— 

20,000 

41,993 

3TR ^?r 

— 

— 

— 

11,480 


• ^0 JfcRRFT, 

ctf 1997-98 gft cJcRT 3 ^ 1999-2000 3 Mv’^d $ <fRT STRITcfi if 

c^gf 63.46 % «ft cWT 1998-99 g?l tpRT # ^ 1999-2000 3 R? 51.6 % 
®ff I H0K RRR 3Tgf?t ^ 4 )vm 3TRTcfr g?t RRT *f <jf$< % I 

1998-99 gft ^cRT ^ g^ 1999-2000 # ^ gq WgTcfr gft RTgT $ 22.8% 

g5t gf t I <T$ 1998-99 3 (R 3TRRT aTfiWlYRF *fR ^ faR 7R $ \ g<f 1996-97, 
1997-98, 1998-99 d«IT 1999-2000 (g]tg 3?gf2r) ^ frR tr |Rf STRTcfi 3 gg 
f^WT sRRT: 84 %, 82.6 %, 91.9 % cWT 74.5 % SIT I 



















[wt I—1] 


vrcnnsTTrsm: aronwn 


13 


(is) cWT ffRHT vJTOVn 


€71:- 



# 3d4T^1 OTcTT, cfr'Mf#> vjcqi^T ?WI afT*TcTT WfFT PfHf^>HR 


wftraratf 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

^£222iIiM 

WTftn SPRIT 
(tt.cPT) 

2040 

2040 

2040 

2040 


1731.47 

1451.425 

1552.55 

1873.4 

SlHdl v}M<if J l 

(%) 

84.87 

-71,15 

76.11 

91.83 


araft ^ ^Rpt i e^ cfr cwr aenrcrr wfm t ^ §f £ i 
vitiW t 'JfW 4^1 t ft* ^c’TRFT cT®TT W^idl vjqzfPT t Bit, f^R# mR'-'IIM'WW TltcJ 
vjeTI J l # ft# nidi t "<£Rs i|j? $, Mifcld 3tmidl # dMd*lcll n>RR uYcJ dBi'Pi # 
WHT B^f ft# $ I <Rgd:, v3lfm t cW eTPT cFHfRlT $ W4 ft# # W31 cf>n # I 

(*T) ft# cTOT WMR ftWT 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

mrr^m 


1076.05 

1035.73 

___-_____J 

1225.75 

1383.6 

rft 

1207.3 

1266.5 

1474.5 

1760.8 

nrftd at midi 
nn ftror( %) 

10.8 

18.2 

16.8 

20.76 

ft*m (%) 

89.12 

81.7 

83.12 

78.5 


M W t ft> ^ 1996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99 cWT 1999-2000 (#4 
314ft) t vfl^RJH # fft 7 ! 5^T71: 1207.3 tf.’en, 1035.7 tf.SB, 1225.7 tf.BB 

cRtt 1383.6 tf.Sn I <J>?T *TFT t 3TRJTcfi 4>T ft^fJT # 1996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99 
^r«7T 1999-2000 (yjfa 3T4ft) t m%- 10.8 %, 18.2 %, 16.8 % cWT 21.4 % «IT I 
^Tft^Tcfrrlt fffaflT # 1996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99 cWT 1999-2000 (#4 3T4ft) t 
sf^T! 89,16 % 81.7 %, 83.12 % cT«TT 78.5 % «TT I W W 3im#t <JTT ft*8T 
4^cTT an ^?T % <R ^ej'l'l f^RTT WSdT vfT W £ I mf^TSrtrf # ft# #Jfd 
# 1996-97, 1997-98, 1998-99 6«TT 1999-2000 fafa 3#t) t *** 

^D/#.^T, *** *** cWT *** «Jt I 
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(tr) refo 

a? Ml-lll ft aifcja>|c|rd) aa 3fffta '{dYa? aft 1996-97 aft c^eHl ft aft 
1997-98 ft 143 % TOT I *raft aft 1998-99 cWT 1999-2000 $ cfftH ^tfft aft 
1997-98 ftf 3ltcm ft RrTT? 3TTft ft cRTTfft, 3fffta ft aft 1998-99 ft 

^ aft eJcRT 3 61.8 % 4ft cjfe iff ft I 


ftfan arftay 
(ftt.SHT) 

90-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 

(arrarafft) 

^Praftel 

^ftfftanNT 

61.75 

150.55 

43.35 

70.15 


(*.) ftfrm 3 arft) w asirftfrTa ft ftr^rag 

ti^| viyj) j i aft fftaft aftHci ^ earner aft aajeft araft ft fen? amftner ft crtt 
^ enran ermci ft ana ft frrcrft nfWinaawr dftm aft »nft fftfra frfft fft t i 
vicMiaH cIfrt ft fteft ft aia^c; \3eitH. aft annft fftaft aftner arn anft ft fen? mra 
ft-ii a^i i aieiiai, fta^r ftar ft 3 tt4RtT ft amnn tA<^ beiIh aft aftaftt ft Haft 
aftf ft a# ft aftfft arraifcra draft aft afa aftacf aft fftaft ftfna ft ?m ft 

ftdT fft ftft draft) ft asifar aaT ft.- 
a./fft.m 


aft 

fftft) a^eft 

3iiaidt ft) qfa ft)m?i 

ft) a cMieftia dizain 

1997-98 

*** 

54,720 

63,190 

— 

1998-99 

*** 

61,640 

— 

d=mm 

1999-2000 

*** 


60,600 

i 


0*0 emraaai 


^rfta aft 3 nrft fftaft aftnar 3nrft daman eTFTcr ft am mft) eft fftn? 

^rt mar ft fftdft monwdn aft nafta fftftfa war ^arr ft I adfa ft) |rf srfft 
?ft -qft| amrc ft fftftt arft ft ^ srfet fanf erm/sifft ft ana ft ftdrfft ftft 

aftfnr mar ft : 


.infamiav-ft 

1996-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 (wa 

srafft) 

^PYaftei 





aanaa erma 

*** 

# ** 

*** 

+#* 

fftftt afftcT 

*** 

##* 

* + * 

J)c )K * 


2791 

-8187 

-7922 

-2410 
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[•HPT i— tsto i] 


(d) q# *R RFFnf 


1 i. vJM-JcM Ft t^fcT toT : - 

(cfj) % 3TPncfr Ft FTFT A WI FF t ^ ft t ; 

(fj) t|ipc^ct^icjr>xi'l cf> 3 |uiK R'kl t PRmd ant % Fmf% an-Midi t : jf^ ft % ; 

(f) .inRicMF>df Ft 3TTpft Rot cf5]Hci % f>f cfTlHcTi f? f^stt FRt <f> fen? ftw fRt 

w$ t FTft ft t ; 

(et) 3 Twrcft it Ftc£ Ftfrn -$\ ctlHct t Fnt ant t ,- 
(s.) Ftc^ ^sreftn ^ FTO FFtF 71111 1 I 


(f) greggra? wra 

IX. Hlf^'cHlt) FF .7TF FFRT t % F#F F^T :<l'Wfreb tffa ^TF«* t?t % 3nfFTct F> 
fffr ft t I frf Ft Fterf5rtR m>$ j Rc: cm f^n RttdF t i FiFFtn afk 
cTI^R % arTFTct cfc FMlf f^r t iff^T cfr i|Ru||H«fel^L| mfqcmchd'i <t ‘INK t 
fiRmF an11 afR amm cjft Ftndl t RNMd an nt f^ro% Ftc£ deiln Ft anrft 
<aft <<ftd ntnd % fr ettnd ff Rat nRt c& f?n? ftr tlnr f^ ftRTFt wR FRt 
t ‘vieftn 3 rft4 8tt i surfer*! ^frn Ft :<udft«t> afcr t?ff % FTfor 
an-tiidi fffr ft t I 


(f) ^jgjUr eft ftef aft? aRi 

13 . 'Mihm <fR ff FTSFtrtr FjeFt cm atw mem Ft Fmna frft %, ftrent 
tRej^ vjeil j i Ft srfcT Ft Ftt t den ■hi'wIm ^irr t ^4) Tfeft afk aRjd jrfcRnuf 
g>t filler «IW t, kt ^?T ^ WPI flcT ^r t I 

t%cR^ xnfM ^ uf c^r t % mw % nterftnR g»t afr^-m 

3i^mPld nin eFnm 3000-3500 tfo cR t I nin 3lk an^fS cm'tt airR % 
$-yfeHi ’TRd 4 Mldf5l.tR dM«H«ydl ^f F^mT ^tt t I d«nft, ^knfcF 

| fi 1996-97, 97-98, 98-99 afft 99-2000 (RRl 3mf&) 3 nld^lUH 
M^n^d ^ TftF ^PRT: 1207.3 ’ftO dF, 1035.7^0 dF, 1225.7^0 FF afR 1383 . 6 ^to 
cR eft sfk viefln n?t 5RFT nin ctf fjF c^ fen? nnW t I f^d«Tcl nifStil 

FF ’ft f^FT ^ fcf? FRcf % ^tnflF 't?ft afR 3RRtFF Fff Hldif5l-tR R^kTd efr 

kmfd 3> fen? 1ft w£t 5RFT % \ ^fcp TnfcRfrFRtf eft xfRT Wcf iRFR^m? tft t 

F^ffen? F^kt FRF $ Mldf5l.tR xr^FRR <fi\ 3fR 7F?ft t I FlteRt Ffd FRet f f^ 

vjefdl ^ R-mdl Fit FTFT 4 1996-97 % RlVlRd 3TTt 1? I 
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14. Try ^ftgrrt t *nerrM ^jcgft gft odtt% ^ rrr gg mgR gRft ft* 
'T^rrf^cT is tjrt w g? jt*tr gg RgRT % sffa qf^uiwd: ?g R cqigl gft 

gteref gg «ft ^ wm gg wr t wfft g i Ri ^ft g g&nj srt rr ft 
RlcWtrf gR g$f Mg m ft aft greg ftftt ?jog> gft ftkrr skej 
it Zt gft gR gRft £ fcTCJ 3n^fV'ct) ^T% cTR ftTfftd R3T Rlftl 

fR& ftofcr, gRdftift H >T$<lt ft gRTT i 3TfMf gggft *sTR ftfft, ^ vTClR 
g?R gft ftg^ftt imt gRr%iR gftkte i vjgft'igrfisft gft Mteft ^ fkg ggr 
«lfTW *HR gft ^Mt 3 RET fftftftt I gTRT ftftt R7R CJIJ; gRft % ftg^ft?fr % 
iftft Ref 3TPHffr ft Mtft cRF gft gftt ggft gftf anrpft I 3R: iRrft wfiwr git 
^3WR gft ^TcfWcTI gggftf 5RR dftf g^R I 

15. B«iVf gft srfcf gft g^ft g> f?R 3rmw greg ftftt ^cgj gft ftfaT 

fWfftd g*ft i feR ft ^ \J?fR i fen? RRd if WT SRcIT i 

srjfeTcR t?r gg ^cWR it \jMr gft sur ft RjgR gte r ftpm g y ftgft e g> 
^fag teg *j?g ggteRT Mr ft1 

(a? ^ ^ 

i€>- 3TRRfr ^ g^r gg Prakor fttgr ^eg> i gtifad ggg aft? gg? gtecj; 
BcRi^ sptr gfrgft is gre greg % ftgfftg % ft efr vjfwiftgd g fet ki qg q^ig^d g5t 
tekcr teci gW is grmR gg %ht rut t I 

(w) teirf 

17 . ^ted gg teR gR^ is «rg ,gy w % 

(w) ifo ? m?fsFi 3 to c#?r jjr is sms m $ Mte 3rk <kr 6 is 3i^Ffg 
dfckRsri gtdifti-iR g^tegg RRg it fttru xawi wpjm jjrt % gR jjo-g g^ter 
grrr, f^Fti^ gf^TRgrgg grsg §3 tt ,- 

(^r) grokT it erfcr ^ t ; 

(g) eri% gar^ M t ^ RcT 3TRT?fr is gg^r ft t 1 

]fe« gy fVrg fcRT ggT fc5 gr^g is HTf^R it gg?Y greg^nfi g5t f%g7ik?i g^ ggi?, 
vfr 3FRel J ||.qi vj|ldT t <Tt ?^Rt ^TtfR gft ^ffrT ^HTR I dg^^R, TR ggcfR 
fcfRT gfTdT t f^ ?R W # g*RT WR SRT gnit Rkr Reft 3Tf^^RT gft ferf^r t 
^ftr, ?iw afk r^tr 7$?r it w m if fftte ^qRpg> tkR aft^ter is 
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^TO 2841.61 ^ Sld4d HldlQl-W ^T? <HpdH 

cfd> SH^tH Mldd^lf) SfJe<J> el'•Mill ’4P?I MlC-l'ftlJl F>le1*i-3 P dfeelRSd 

#ft I 


^?r 

vJcMldd>/Puridib dd did 

¥Jec6 dft df$T(dId$ciSt dld^bOino) 

1 

2 

3 

xfrr 

ddTTdd>/Pprfdd> 

O* G>( 

*w*m 

^pft ddndcF/pRfdd. 

0 ■ Go 

dT$-4R 

^T*ft ddndch/Pufdtp 

0 • G*t 


ft. fen? STRTcfr g)T Fgd TJeH, ^PTT ?Jod> arffcftlTR, 1975 ^ TO 

3,3X?, 8^f, 9 cTeiT 9 TJ $> cTBcT eFlTT? ^ STfclftdd ^StaRJeE cf>f Wft 

PR l£ 7Jod>i ^rf%cT ^rrge^j 3TfaPOTj1962 ^> 3l#T ^#TRJecf> gRl U«TT- 

Prtfftd OT^PT tfprri ijgar ^Tm | 

d. 3TFt g»t 5ff^T 

3q. JIRpRP ^ ^fxRT cJR% 37d PlHplfcld JltaT 31^ W^= 

(^) jnft«bi$) ^nft s^ch mfStfi % Pi^ *r f^ftnri annftd f afk ^r 
W 3rfcPT PPdd£ PTxPTefrT ffclN fcb-tJI vmpll ; 

(^) H'lf^cbi^ £RT PnrfrT^f, 3TRTdcpr, .uifc|ebl<tnlf dm 3RTf Wd %d'4<e; illfSifi Ept 
SfePT ^ feR5T W #, vfr 5pd 3Tf^xRT ^ d$t dl^l-te % 40 PPff c£ 3fd7 3PFt 
f^TR JREJd dR ddPr f I dftf 3^4? FT^f iff SPpl f^ETR ifd PpScFdf c£ 5FPRFT 
dft dr&GT % 40 faff $ ifpR ^ t ; 

(d) tfTfePt, ^pft $T*gcb MlfStjl cf5t frdK ctfdd cfTpf cfTf 3PRR 5TdH ^TT ; 

(d) affcFT fWctf cfft cRpr % d^et srmw d^Pi cpr nmd dPdr i 


t5df. 4t. ddraft, Pri^e mfwft 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 30th December, 2000 

Subject: Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of Potassium Permanganate from 
China, Hong Kong and Taiwan—Preliminary findings 

No, 46/1/2000-DGAD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and 
for Determination of Injury), Rules, 1995, thereof; 


A. PROCEDURE: 

1. The procedure given below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations: 


i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), 
u^der the above Rules, received a written petition from M/s 
Universal Chemicals & Industries Ltd., Mumbai, alleging dumping 
oi Potassium Permanganate originating in or exported from China, 
Hr ng Kong and Taiwan. 

ii) The preliminary scrutiny of the application revealed certain 
deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioner. 
Th 'i petition was thereafter considered as properiy documented. 

iii) Th<‘ Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the 
petdioner decided to initiate investigations against alleged 
dumping of imports of Potassium Permanganate originating in or 
exported from China, Hong Kong and Taiwan. The Authority 
notified the Embassy of the subject countries about the 

receipt of dumping allegation before proceeding to initiate 
investigations in accordance with sub-rule 5(5) of the Rules. 
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iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 30 th October, 2000, 
published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary initiating anti¬ 
dumping investigations concerning imports of Potassium 
Permanganate classified under customs sub-heading no. 2841.61, 
of Chapter 28 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, originating in or 
exported from China, Hong Kong and Taiwan. 

v) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Public Notice to the known 
exporters (whose details were made available by the petitioner) 
and industry associations and gave them an opportunity to make 
their views known in writing within forty days from the date of the 
letter. 

vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Public Notice to the known 
importers (whose details were made available by the petitioner) of 
Potassium Permanganate and advised them to make their views 
known in writing within forty days from the date of the letter. 

vii) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) to arrange details of imports of Potassium Permanganate. 

viii) The Authority provided copies of the non-confidential Petition to 
the known exporters in accordance with Rule 6(3) supra. 

ix) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit relevant information to 
the following known exporters in China, Hong Kong and Taiwan 
in accordance with Rule 6(4); 

China 

• China National Chemical Construction Corporation, 

Building No. 16, Qiqu Hepingli 

Beijing, 100013. 

• Gunga Dong Chemicals & Import & Export Corporation, 

61- Yan Jain Xilu, 

Guanghou. 

Hong Kong 

• Chance World Trading, 
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Unit 1303, Hangseng Mongkok Building, 

677-Nathan Road, 

Kowloon. 

Taiwan 

• Long Lwang Chemical Company Ltd., 

P.O. Box 1494, 

Kaohsiung. 

• Joint Union Enterprises Company Ltd., 

201-28, Tun Hwa North Road, 

Taipai 10591. 

The exporters did not respond to the questionnaire. 

The Embassy of China, the Trade Deptt. of Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region Govt., and the Taipei Economic and Cultural 
Centre were informed about the initiation of the investigation in 
accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and 
questionnaire sent to the exporters was also sent to them, alongwith 
the name and addresses of the exporters. 

x) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers of 
Potassium Permanganate in calling for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4); 

• Ravi Chemicals 

• Siris Ltd, Hyderabad 

• Chemiman. Vasai 

• Kanhaiyala & Co., Pune 

• Bora Agro Foods, Pune 

• Usha Chemicals Co., Mumbai 

• Granules India Ltd., Hyderabad. 

A questionnaire was sent to the following known users of Potassium 
Permanganate in calling for necessary information in accordance with 
Rule 6(4); 
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• Alembic Chemical Works Co. Ltd., Baroda - 390 003 

• Aarti Steels Ltd., Ludhiana- 141 010 

• Ases Chemicals Works, Jodhpur - 342 001 

• Asiatic Chemicals Co. (P) Ltd., Mumbai - 400 020 

• Bharat Starch Industries Ltd., Ambala - Haryana - 135 001 

• Binani Zinc Ltd., Kerala 

• Borax Morarji Ltd., Ambemath - 421 501, Maharashtra 

• Century Enka Ltd., Mumbai - 400 021 

• Harind Pharmaceuticals, Thana - 400 701, Maharashtra 

• Lotus Enterprise, Navi Mumbai - 400 705 

• Modipro India, Navi Mumbai - 400 613 

• Nice Chemicals, Eranakulam - 682 024, Kerala 

• Nirlon Ltd., Mumbai - 400 063 

• Panyam Cements & Mineral Industries Ltd., Post Bangalore - 560 
068, Karnataka 

• Sona Chemical, Dist.-Sangli, Maharashtra 

• Venkateshwara Hatcheries Ltd., Maharashtra 

Response was filed by the following: 

• Ases Chemical Works, Jodhpur 

xi) The Authority made available the non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a 
public file kept open for inspection by the interested parties. 

xii) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on 
the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) on 
the information furnished by the petitioner so as to ascertain if 
anti-dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be 
sufficient to remove injury to the domestic industry. 

xiii) *** In this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the 
Authority under the Rules. 
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xiv) Investigations were carried out for the period 1 st April 1999 
to 31 st March 2000 (12 months). 

B. PETITIONERS VIEWS 

2. The petitioner has raised the following major issues in their 
petition and in their subsequent submissions: 

i) Potassium Permanganate is a dark purple ciystalline material. It is 
a compound of manganese, potassium and oxygen. The product is 
odourless and soluble in water. Potassium Permanganate is an 
inorganic chemical and is classified under custom sub-heading 
2841.61 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

ii) There are two technologies for production of Potassium 
Permanganate in the world. Thee are open-hearth roasters and 
liquid phase oxidiser systems. The latter technology is used by the 
petitioner whereas Chinese producers use both the technologies. 
The technology used by the producers in Hong Kong and Taiwan 
are not known. 

iii) The dumping from China in the Indian Market started from 1992- 
93. The industry was earlier forced to approach the Designated 
Authority for imposition of ant-dumping duty against China in 
view of material injuiy caused to the domestic industry as a result 
of these dumped imports. The investigations conducted by the 
Designated Authority confirmed large scale dumping of the said 
product. The Designated Authority had earlier conducted a review 
which again confirmed continued dumping and the need for 
continuation of duty. Imports from Taiwan and Hong Kong are a 
result of imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports from China 
Anti-dumping duty imposed expired on 5 th September 2000 as the 
Designated Authority did not review the duties. 

iv) There -are three companies including the petitioner who created 
capacity for production of Potassium Permanganate in India. M/s 
Curti Enterprises Ltd., Ponda, Goa and M/s Super Electro 
Manganese Chemicals, Kindai Goa also created capacity to 
produce the subject goods. However, these producers suspended 
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production long ago even prior to the investigations 
conducted by the Designated Authority earlier. The petitioner 
therefore accounts for 100% production of Potassium 

Permanganate and thefore constitutes domestic industry within the 
meaning of he rules. 

v) There is no known significant difference in Potassium 
Permanganate produced by the Indian industry and Potassium 
Permanganate exported from China, Bong Kong and Taiwan 
which can have an impact on price. Potassium Permanganate 
produced by the Indian industry and imported from the subject 
countries is comparable in terms of physical and chemical 
characteristics, manufacturing process and technology, functions 
and uses, product specifications, pricing, distribution and 
marketing and tariff classification of the goods. The two are 
technically and commercially substitutable. 

vi) The petitioner is exporting Potassium Permanganate regularly to a 
number of developed countries such as USA, France, Germany , 
Jordan, Netherlands, Spain etc. The quantities and prices were as 
follows:- 



1996-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 

HI 

I&raul 

660.37 

362.90 

431 

463 

288 

Fob/kg 

*** 

*** 

*** 


♦ ** 


C. VIEWS OF IMPORTERS, EXPORTERS AND OTHER INTERESTED 
PARTIES 

3. Importers views 
(A) Bora Agro Foods 

1. (a) M/S Universal chemicals And Industries Ltd. Mumbai, is the 
only manufacturer/exporter of potassium permanganate (kmno4) in 
India, having limited production capacity (approx. 2000 Mts per 
annum). 
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Potassium permanganate has various applications in almost 
all fields including Agro Products, Aquaculture, Dyes, 
Hatcheries/Poultry’s, Pharmaceuticals, Organic/Inorganic 
Chemicals, Metal industries. Textiles, Water 
Purification/Treatment etc. 

b) Annual estimated domestic requirement of potassium 
permanganate in India is approximately about 3000-3500 Mts. 

c) As there is wide gap in the demand and supply, there is always a 
shortfall in availability of potassium permanganate in India. 
Due to this shortfall, the supplies from M/S Universal 
Chemicals and Industries Ltd., have been erratic for the past 
several years. 

d) Potassium permanganate (kmno4) is manufactured using 
Caustic Potash Lye (koh) and Manganese Dioxides (mno2). The 
manufacturing cost of potassium permanganate is estimated to be 
around Rs. 45,000/- PMT. However the basic sale price of M/S 
Universal Chemicals and industries Ltd., is around Rs. 65,000/- 
PMT for this product. Moreover around 50% of the domestic sales 
of Potassium permanganate manufactured by M/S Universal 
Chemicals and Industries Ltd., are done through Dealers/Traders 
and Repackers. Therefore the net price at which potassium 
Permanganate (manufactured by M/S Universal Chemicals And 
Industries Ltd.,) available in India is very high. 

e) There is also a huge export potential for potassium 
permanganate to European Countries and the United States of 
America from India Understandably M/S Universal chemicals and 
Industries Ltd., also has export commitments. This further leads to 
the shortfall of potassium permanganate in India. 

f) As a result of regular shortfalls the prices of potassium 
permanganate often rise drastically. During Such times, 
dealers/traders of M/S Universal Chemicals and Industries Ltd., 
offer potassium Permanganate at very high prices leading to high 
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input costs to actual consumers of potassium Permanganate 
in India. 

g) As there is inconsistency in availability of potassium 
permanganate in India, consumers of potassium Permanganate 
suffers production losses. This has led to procurement of 
potassium permanganate from other sources, mainly from China, 
as the supplies have been regular. 

h) Potassium permanganate is used in huge quantities in India 
by manufacturer/exporter of various Products. Due to erratic 
supplies and high cost of the indigenous potassium permanganate 
these Manufacturers lost competitiveness in the global market in 
terms of price and delivery schedules. 

2. Details of purchase from indigenous manufacturer are as under:- 


Period 


Qty. (Kgs) 

Net Value 

Rate Per Unit 

1997-98 


—— 

— 

— 

1998-99 





ina 

Universal Chemicals 

4000 

*** 



Aayush Enterprises 

mi 

*** 

*** 

ESSE539 

Universal Chemicals 

EHHH 

*#* 

*** 

Oct.-Dee. 

Universal Chemicals 

ESMtM 

*** 

*** 



1000 

#** 

**# 

Jan-March 

Universal Chemicals 

hh 


* * * 

1999- 

Universal Chemicals 

HHHI 

*+* 


2000(POI) 

Goel Sons 


+** 

*** 


(BlM/s Kanhaivalal & Company 

1. The views given by M/s Bora & Company at (a) to (i) above have 

been reiterated by this respondent and hence is not repeated. 


2. Details of purchase from indigenous manufacturer were as given 
below:- 


Period 

Name of the Company 


Net Value 

Rate Per Unit 

1997-98 


i 

i 

» 

l 

— 

— 
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i 1098-99 T 




July-Sepl 

Universal Chemicals 

2200 

*** 

*** 

Oct.-Dee. 

Aayush Enterprise 

2500 

*** 

*** 


Universal Chemicals 

1000 

*** 

*** 


Universal Chemicals 




1998-99 





Apr.-June 

Universal Chemicals 

600 

*** ' 

*** 


Universal Chemicals 

1400 

*** 

*** 

Oct.-Dec 

Bora Agro Foods 

3000 

*** 

*** 


Universal Chemicals 

4000 

*** 

*** 

1999- 

2000 

Bora Agro Foods 

6000 

* 1 ( 1 * 

** + 


Bhansali Chemicals 

8000 

*** 

*** 


Universal Chemicals 

2000 

*** 

*** 


it-) Ases Chemical Works, Jodhpur 

1. This respondent is a stockist for Potassium permanganate 
manufactured by M/S Universal Chemicals & Industries Ltd., 
Mumbai. 

2. They have never imported potassium permanganate. 

3. They have never marketed the said material of foreign origin. 

4. Exporters Views 

(A) China 

The exporters from China did not respond to the questionnaire 
forwarded by the Authority. 

(B) Hong Kong 

The exporters from Hong Kong did not respond to the questionnaire 
forwarded by the Authority. 

( C) Taiwan 

1. Joint Union Enterprise Co., Ltd. Taipei, in a letter to the Authority 
dated 15 th November 2000, stated that Joint Union did not export 
Porassium Permanganate to India in the past years. They have requested 
for deletion of the company’s name. 

2. The Taipei Economic and Cultural Centre in a letter dated 
November 6 2000, has state that as per the record of import export 
statistics of Director General Customs in Taiwan, there is no record of 
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export of Potassium Permanganate to India between 1999-01 to 
1999-12 and 2000-01 to 2000-08. Attachments of export data have been 
provided. 

3. Long Hwang Chemical Co. Ltd., Taiwan 

Vide letter dated 27 th November, 2000 , this exporter has stated 
that Long Hwang did export this item to India in the past years. They 
have requested for deletion of the company’s name from the anti¬ 
dumping investigations. 

D. EXAMINATION OF THE ISSUES RAISED 

5. The submissions made by the petitioner and importers to the extent 
they are relevant under the Rules and have a bearing upon the case, have 
been examined and dealt with at appropriate places hereunder. 

E. PRODUCT UNDER INVESTIGATION 

6. The product under consideration in the present investigation is 
Potassium Permanganate which is an organic chemical. Potassium 
Permanganate is a dark purple crystalline material. It is a compound of 
manganese, potassium and oxygen. The product is odourless and soluble 
in water. There is no viable substitute for Potassium Permanganate as 
per the information of the petitioner. The chemical formula of TMP is 
KMn04. 

The following broad classes of uses for the product have been reported:- 

(a) Oxidizing- organic substances, aluminium; 

(b) Bleaching- spinning fibre, straw paper; 

(c) Decolourising- volatile oils, wax, lacquers; 

(d) Production of - saccharine, benzoic acid, pharmaceuticals, fatty 
acids, nylon etc; 

(e) Disinfection/fumigation- poultry-hatcheries (used with 
formaldehyde), removal/elimination of disease/germs; 

(f) Tanning-leather, wood; 

(g) Purification of - water,alcohol. 

Potassium Permanganate is classified under custom sub-heading 
2841.61 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 
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F. LIKE ARTICLES 

In order to establish that Potassium Permanganate produced by the 
domestic industry is a Like Article to that exported from China, Hong 
Kong and Taiwan, characteristics such as technical specifications, 
manufacturing process, functions and uses and tariff classification have 
been considered by the Authority. 

The Authority also finds that there is no argument disputing that 
Potassium Permanganate produced by the domestic industry has 
characteristics closely resembling the imported material and is 
substitutable by Potassium Permanganate imported from the subject 
country both commercially and technically. Potassium Permanganate 
produced by the domestic industry has been treated as Like Article to the 
product exported from China, Hong Kong and Taiwan within the 
meaning of Rule 2(d). 

G. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

The petition has been filed by M/s. Universal Chemicals & Industries 
Ltd., Mumbai, alleging dumping of Potassium Permanganate originating 
in or exported from China, Hong Kong and Taiwan. 

The production of Potassium Permanganate by the petitioner has been as 
under:- 


Production 


Value (Rs lacs) 

1996-97 

1731.47 

*+# 

1997-98 

1451.425 

*** 

1998-99 

1552.55 

*** 

1999-2000 

1873.4 

*** 


The petitioners account for 100% of the total production in the POI as 
there are no other producers of the subject goods. The Authority notes 
therefore that the petitioner constitutes “domestic industry” and has the 
required standing to file the present petition under the Rules. 

H. DUMPING 

7. The Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters from the 
subject country in terms of section 9 A (1). However, the exporters did 
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not respond with the information called for. Therefore there are 
no claims made by the exporters with regard to Normal Value and Expoit 
Price. The Authority has therefore been constrained to rely upon 
constructed price and best available information with regard to Normal 
Value and Export Price respectively. 

I. EXAMINATION OF NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE BASED 
ON CONSTRUCTED VALUE AND ON AVAILABLE INFORMATION 
WITH THE AUTHORITY 

(i) NORMAL .VALUE 

8. The Authority observes that the exporters from China, Hong Kong and 
Taiwan have not responded to the questionnaire in the prescribed format 
and have not furnished information relating to normal value, export 
price, and dumping margin. The Authority therefore considers the 
exporters to-be non-cooperative and has proceeded on best available 
information. 

The petitioners have requested that the normal value in China, Hong 
Kong and Taiwan be accepted on the basis of constructed cost of 
production of Potassium Permanganate. In the circumstances the 
Authority has been constrained to determine the constructed cost. 

The normal value in China, Hong Kong and Taiwan is therefore 
considered to be USD ***/kg or Rs ***/kg (Rs ***/MT) at an average 
exchange rate during POI of lUSDHRs 43.21. 

(ii) Export Price 

9. The cif price as per the information available with the Authority is 
determined at Rs ***/kg for China, Rs ***/kg for Hong Kong and 
***/kg for Taiwan. The ex-factory export price has been determined 
after taking USD 0.50/kg as ocean freight (based on petitioner’s market 
information and knowledge), 0.5% as marine insurance charges, 
commission @3% for the agent in the exporting countries, 2% for inland 
transportation and 2% for port handling and port charges as per the 
Indian experience. However, commission @3% for the Indian indenting 
agent as claimed by the petitioner is not allowed by the Authority for 
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want of documentary evidence. After adjustments on these 
accounts the ex- factory fob export price is estimated to be Rs ***/kg or 
USD ***/kg for China, Rs ***/kg or USD ***/kg for Hong Kong and 
Rs ***/kg or USD ***/kg for Taiwan at an average exchange rate.of Rs 
43.21=1USD. 

(iii) Dumping margin 
10. China 

Considering the constructed normal value at USD ***/kg and the ex- 
works export price at USD ***/kg, the dumping margin determined by 
the Authority comes to USD ***/kg (which is 68.13% of export price). 

Hong Kong 

Considering the constructed normal value at USD ***/kg and the ex- 
works export price at USD ***/kg, the dumping margin determined by 
the Authority comes to USD ***/kg (which is 70% of export price). 

Taiwan 

Consuming the constructed normal value at USD ***/kg and the ex- 
works export price at USD ***/kg, the dumping margin determined by 
the Authority comes to USD ***/kg (which is 68.13% of export price). 

j. injx :y 

The Aut hority notes that the margin of dumping and quantum of imports 
from the mbject countries are more than the limits prescribed in Rule 11 
Supra. 

For the examination of the impact of imports on the domestic industry in 
India, the Authority has considered such further indices having a bearing 
on the state of the industry as production, capacity utilisation, quantum 
of sales, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude and 
margin of dumping etc. in accordance wire Annexure II (iv) of the rules 
supra. 

(a) Quantum of Imports 

Quantity (kg.) 


Countries 

1996-97 (as per 

1997-98 (as 

1998-99 (as 

1999-2000 (as 


DGCIS) 

per DGCIS) 

per DGCIS) 

per DGCIS 
upto Nov.’99 
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- 



rest secondary 
source *) 


| 

230,800 

248,800 

377,273 

mmmm 

| 


228,800 




mi 

— 

EBB 

Taiwan 

20,800 

— 

20,000 

41,993 

Other countries 

— 

— 

— 

11,480 


M/s Sevak Prakasan, Mumbai. 


The increase in the total imports of Potassium Permanganate was 
63.46% in 1999-2000 over that of 1997-98 and 51.6% in 1999-2000 
over 1998-99. Thus the quantum of imports have gone up during the 
period of investigation. 

The quantum of imports from China have gone up by 22.8% in 1999- 
2000 over 1998-99. Imports in 98-99 were largely from China. The 
share of China in total imports was 84%, 82.6%, 91.9% and 74.5% in 
1996-97, 97-98, 98-99 and 1999-2000, (POI) respectively. 


(b) Production and Capacity Utilisation 

The production capacity, actual production and capacity utilisation of 
the petitioners was as follows: - 


Petitioners 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

Installed 

Capacity 

(MT) 

2040 

2040 

2040 

2040 

Production 

(MT) 

1731.47 

1451.425 

1552.55 

1873.4 

Capacity 

Utilisation% 

84.87 

7115 

76.11 

91.83 


The production and capacity utilisation of domestic industry has 
increased in the period of investigation. The domestic industry has 
stated that the increase in production and capacity utilisation resulting in 
increase in sales volumes of the domestic industry has not been of any 
help to the domestic industry in view of availability of dumped imports. 
In fact, the industry had made profits when the sales volumes were 
lower. 
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(o Sales and Market Share 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

Sales (MT) 

1076.05 

1035.73 

1225.75 

1383.6 

Demand 

1207.3 

1266.5 

1474.5 

1760.8 

Share of 

dumped 
imports % 

10.8 

18.2 

16.8 

20.76 

Share of 

petitioner % 

89.12 

81.7 

83.12 

78.5 


It is observed that the demand of Potassium Permanganate was 1207.3 
MX, 1035.7 MT, 1225.7MT and 1383.6MT in 1996-97, 97-98, 98-99 
and 99-2000 (POI) respectively. The share of imports in total demand 
was 10.8%, 18.2%, 16.8% and 21.4% in 1996-97, 97-98, 98-99 and 99- 
2000 (POI) respectively. The share of the petitioner was 89.16%, 
81.7%, 83.12% and 78.5% in 1996-97, 97-98, 98-99 and 99-2000(POI) 
respectively* Thus while the share of imports have been rising, the share 
of domestic industry has been declining. The selling prices of the 
petitioner were Rs ***/MT, Rs ***/MT, Rs ***/MT and Rs ***/MT in 
96-97, 97-98, 98-99 and 99-2000 (POI) respectively. 

(d) Closing Stocks 

It is observed that the closing stocks of the petitioner went up by 143% 
in 97-98 over 96-97. Although they declined in 98-99 and 99-2000 from 
the level of closing stocks in 97-98, closing stocks increased by 61.8% 
over the level of 98-99. 


Closing Slocks 
(MT) ** 

96-97 

97-98 

98-99 

99-2000 

(POI) 

Universal Chemicals 

61.75 

150.55 

43,35 

70.15 


(e) Price undercutting and price depression 

The selling prices of the domestic industry are insufficient to recover the 
full costs and are below the cost of production, resulting in severe 
financial losses to the domestic industry. The domestic industry has been 
forced to reduce its selling prices in spite of increase in the cost of 
production. Further, the imports from the subject country are 
significantly undercutting the prices of the domestic industry as the 
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landed price of the imported material is below the selling price of 
the domestic industry as illustrated in the table below: - 


Rs/kg 


Year 

Sales Realisation 

Landed Price of Imports 

China HK Taiwan 

1997-98 

*** 

BH 


— 

1998-99 

*** 

■1KH 


H3» 

1999-2000 

**« 

WESEM 

60,600 

HH 


(T) Profitability 

The domestic industry has been forced to reduce its selling prices below 
its cost of production, resulting in substantial financial losses. The injury 
to the domestic industry is evident from the per unit profit/loss made by 
the industry from sales in the domestic markets, as shown below:- 


Petitioners 

1996-97 

97-98 

98-99 

EEEHQSnHi 

Universal 

Chemicals 





COP 

*** 


**# 

+ ** 


**# 

*** 

*** 

*## 

P/L 

2791 

-8187 

-7922 

-2410 


K. CONCLUSION ON INJURY 

11. In view of the foregoing it is observed that:- 

(a) the quantum of imports from the subject countries have 
increased in absolute terms; 

(b) the market share of the petitioner has gone down while that 
of imports has increased; 

(c) the petitioners have been forced to sell at prices below their 
fair selling price resulting in losses; 

(d) imports are undercutting the prices of the domestic industry ; 

(e) the domestic industry is left with substantial closing stocks. 

L. CAUSAL LINK 

12. The Authority holds that the material injury to the domestic 

industry has been caused by imports from the subject countries. China 

is the main exporter of Potassium Permanganate to India. The increase 

in the market share of imports from China , Hong Kong and Taiwan 
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resulted in the decline in the market share of the petitioner and 
undercut the prices of the domestic product forcing the domestic 
industry to sell below its non-injurious price which resultantly, the 
domestic industry was unable to recover. The material injury to the 
domestic industry was therefore caused by the dumped imports from 
the subject countries. 

M. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 
13. The purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate 
dumping which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re¬ 
establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, 
which is in the general interest of the country. 

Some interested parties have stated that the annual estimated domestic 
requirement of potassium permanganate in India is approximately about 
3000-3500 Mts. As there is wide gap in the demand and supply, there is 
always a shortfall in availability of potassium permanganate in India. 
However, as observed, the demand of Potassium Permanganate was 
1207.3 MT, 1035.7 MT, 1225.7MT and 1383.6MT in 1996-97, 97-98, 
98-99 and 99-2000 (POI) respectively and the capacity' of the domestic 
industry is adequate to meet the requirements of demand. Interested 
parties have also argued there is also a huge export potential for 
potassium permanganate to European Countries and the USA from 
India. Since the petitioner also has export commitments, this leads to 
further shortfall of potassium permanganate in India. The Authority 
notes that the quantities exporter by the domestic industry have declined 
since 1996-97. 

14. It is recognised that the imposition of anti-dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the products manufactured using the subject 
goods and consequently might have some influence on relative 
competitiveness of these products. However, fair competition in the 
Indian market will not be reduced by the anti-dumping measures, 
particularly if the levy of the anti-dumping duty is restricted to an 
amount necessary to redress the injury' to the domestic industry. On the 
contrary, imposition of anti-dumping measures would remove the unfair 
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advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent the 
decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider 
choice to the consumers of Potassium Permanganate. Imposition of anti¬ 
dumping measures would not restrict imports from the subject countries 
in any way, and therefore would not affect the availability of the product 
to the consumers. 


15. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to remove the 
injury to the domestic industry, the Authority relied upon reasonable 
selling price of Potassium Permanganate in India for the domestic 
industry, by considering the optimum cost of production at optimum 
level of capacity utilisation for the domestic industry. 

N. LANDED VALLE 

16. The landed value of imports is determined on the basis of export 
price of Potassium Permanganate determined as detailed above in the 
para relating to dumping, after adding the prevailing level of customs 
duties and one per cent landing charges. 

O. CONCLUSIONS 

17. It is seen after considering the foregoing that: 

(a) Potassium Permanganate described under para 6 originating in or 
exported from China, Hong Kong and Taiwan has been exported to 
India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by imports from the subject countries. 

18.It was decided to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty 
equal to the margin of dumping which if levied, would remove the 
injury to the domestic industry. Accordingly, it is proposed that 
provisional anti-dumping duties be imposed, from the date of 
notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government, on 
Potassium Permanganate originating in or exported from China, Hong 
Kong and Taiwan, falling under customs sub-heading no. 2841.61 of 
the Customs Tariff Act, pending final determination. The anti-dumping 
duty shall be the amount mentioned in Col.3. 
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Country 

Name of the producer/exporter 

Amount of Duty 

1 . 

2. 

3. (USD/kg) 

CHINA 

All producers/exporters 

0.61 

HONGKONG 

All producers/exporters 

0.60 

TAIWAN 

All producers/exporters 

0.62 


19. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties levied under Sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

P. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

20. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying 
the preliminary findings: 

a. The Authority invites comments on these findings from all interested 
parties and the same would be considered in the final findings; 

b. Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties known to 
be concerned are being addressed separately by the Authority, who may 
make known their views, within forty days of the despatch of this 
notification. Any other interested party may also make known its views 
within forty days from the date of publication of these findings. 

c. The Authority would provide opportunity to all interested parties for 
oral submissions. 

d. The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the 
final findings. 


L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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